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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

od/Mo.eas 


Appflcantjs) 

ASGHARWCAMRAN) ET AL 


Examiner 

AhdLrfhaklm Nobahar 


Art Unit 

?132 





REC 
CENTRAL 



APR 2 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative. PTO personnel): 

(1) A^!hmiLtmmC- (3 Ws- Shawna Shaw. AnoHcants agent 

(2) Mr. Taahl Aranl Primary examiner. (4 )Mr. Ntrfer Asabari-KemranL Applicant . 

Date of Interview: 25 April 2007 . 

Type: a)D Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)ia Poroonaj [copy given to: 1 )E3 applicant 2)0 apptfcanfs representative) 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)[2 No, 
tf Yea, brief description: 

Cfetimfe) dlscusseld: Proposed amended chims 15.16 end f 7. 

Identification of prior art discussed: 2002/0188481 At. 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)£><3 wea reached. g)D wsa not reached. h)QN/A. 



Sutetanceof tnterv^in^ 

reached, or any other comments: Sag Continuation Sheet. 

{A fuller description, if necessary, end a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, available, must be attached Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (560 MPEP Section 713-04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been fBed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER. TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse aide or on attached sheet 



7 2007 



Examiner Note: You must 4gn feto farm unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




Examiner's signature, V required 



J.3. fa*** *r*J YreArmrfc 6nS" 
PTOU4l3(Rav.0443) 



IVEO 

CENTER 



bifrrvkfw Summary 



Pap* No. 20(770423 
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Best Available Copy 

v * »*;io paa /voaifoa*u* US PTO WG 2780 01002 

Continuation 8heet <PT0b413) ^ ApptlcaitontJo. 11030,046 



Continuation of Substance of Interview Including description of the general nature of what was agreed to rf an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant, Mr. Asghari-Kamrani, first eptained his background 
expertise in the field of secure electronic commerce, fie expfianed the today's need of secure onfrie financial 
. transactions to a system that positively and securely authenticates en online buyer and authorizes the buyer for a 
transaction. He presented some examples, such as, current online banking systems of Bank of America and Wachovia 
and the system ofAhnazon.com online shopping which all lack sufficient security to prevent unauthorized users 
impersonation for fraudulent uses. 

Applicant proposed .an amendment to .claims, 4n which each newly amended claims 3, 20 and 23 Contains the 
limaaiions of one previously presented Independent ctelm and one dependent claim. 

Mr. Arani, rofeotng to the claim 3, asked applicant to explain that how can receiving a digital ID by a user from a 
financial Institution and identity verification of that user are processed securely avoiding fraudulent activities. 

Applicant answered.by descr&tng that through an established special relationship between the user and lb financial 
tostftutton (La. a bank), a unique time-dependent digital ID (DID) Is created for the user. The user presents the DID 
received from Its financial institution to an online merchant for a financial transaction to be authenticated and 
authorized for the transaction. Applicant further explained that using the unique DID for online transactions is different 
from using a digital certificate. Because using a digital certificate, a user can be only authenticated for a transaction not 
authorized. AddtfonaDy the user needs to install a software on his computer system In order to use a digital certificate 
for online shopping or banking. 

Mr. Aran! pointed out that the claim 3 recites Vhereby the digital Identity... submitted by the originator to the receiver 
as authentication of identity and/or authoriration of the transaction... - 

Applicant agreed to amend the claim recite "whereby the digital identity.. .submitted by the originator to the receiver as 
authentication of identity and authorization of the transaction. . and fife a new amendment accordingly. 

Examiner Nobahar agreed to examine the claims upon receiving in light of the new amenment . 



i 

r 
I 

j 
I 



! 

i 



PAGE 3/5 ' RCVD AT 4I27/2007 1 :53:53 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-3J0 * DNIS:2738300 < CSID: 1 DURATION (mm-ss):01-36 



Best Available Copy 

vi va;«o r/iA rvdovoaw* US FIX) WG 2780 



CBfTRAL FAX CENTER 

APR 2 7 2007 ISoM 





Appttartfcw No. 


Applicants) 




interview Summary 


11/23MM6 


ASGHAftl-ft\MRANIETAL. 


Examiner 


Art Unit 






AWtfthokim Nobtihar 


2132 





AH partldparrts (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

f 1) AtofatoaHm Nopahar . (3 \Ms. Shawna Shaw. Applicants' agent. 

(2)Afr TaghiAmpl prfm^ry examiner. Wftfc Nader Asana^Kammni. APP^gtf - 

Date of Interview: 25 April 2007 . 

Type: aO Telephonic bO Video Conference 

c)S Personal [copy gJven to: ttf3 applicant 2)E3 applicant's representaflvej 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)3 No, 
If Yes, brief description: ^ ; 

Claim(s) discussed: 3. 

Identification of prior art discussed: 8.529.885 B j . 

Agreement wfthrespect to the dahrofjO was reached, g^^s not reached. tifiN/A. 
Substance Interview fri^^ 

reached, or any other comments: Soo Continuation Shoot. 

(A fuller description. If necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, If available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable Is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (SeeMPEP Section 713.04). 1f a- reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT \S 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW PATE. OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW, See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Exarrtrwr Note: You most sign Ihfc fomi unless It ta ; 
Attachment to a sloped Office action. 




Examiner's signature, rf required 



PTOL-413 (Rev. 04-03) ; 



interview Summary 



Paper No. Appfca20a70428 
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Best Available Copy 
Continuation Shod (PTOtr413) Application Ho. 0b/94O,US 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments; Applicant, ror. As^ri-Kamranl, proposed a new set of amended 
claims and pointed out thai the newly amended independent claims 15-17 do not contain new matters and each of 
them recite limitations that are combination of limitations of a previously presented independent claim plus the 
limitations of two dependent claims. Furthermore, applicant explained that each newly amended independent daim 
contains a limitation that recites ^wherein the financial institution Is a bank* that the prior art Berg (2002/0158461 A1) 
does not teach. 

Examiner, Nobahar, referred applicants to the paragraph [0006] of Berg, where It recites "The JV Authority can he e 
business information provider, such as, a provider of business, financial and/or qualify assurance Information, and/or 
a joint venture between an Insurance underwriter and a business information provider. The business Information 
provider can be, for example, Dun & Brads treet." 

Applicant disagreed and asserted that the type of Joint venture mentioned in prior art Berg Is different from a bank 
recited by the Independent claims of his invention. Thus, the prior art Berg mils to read on the above-mentioned 
limitation of the amended independent claims. 

Examiner Nobahar agreed with the applicant as&ortfon and also agreed to consider the newly amended claims for 
examination after applicant files them as new amendment officially. 
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